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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or 
on an international application by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs 
(1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant for 
patent. 

2. The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 
1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act 
of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from 
an international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of 
the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre- 
AIPA35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

3. Claims 1-7, 40-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Golding et al (6,640,218). 

4. As per claim 1, Golding teaches a traffic monitor for use with a set of one or more 
Web servers for providing statistical analyses of traffic, comprising: an activity input for 
receiving data related to events on the set of servers, (See Column 6 Lines 17-33), means for 
categorizing events into categories, (See Column 7 Lines 54-64); wherein a category is 
interpreted as a catalog of search queries a means for associating events with subjects, 
wherein counts are maintained for each subject and subjects are associated with categories, 
(See Column 6 Lines 43-50 & Column 8 Lines 1-10) a normalizer for normalizing counts for 
events over a field of events, (See Column 8 Lines 43-67), and a result output for outputting 
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results of the normalizer as the statistical analyses of traffic (i.e., outputting the statistical 
analysis is interpreted as the query count), (See Figure 1A and Column 6 Lines 33-40). 

5. As per claim 2, Golding teaches the claimed invention as described in claim 1 above 
and furthermore discloses the activity input is an input from Web server logs, wherein the 
input from web server logs is extracted through a database, (See Column 6 Lines 33-50). 

6. As per claim 3, Golding teaches the claimed invention as described in claims 1-2 
above and furthermore discloses the events include indications of page views, indications of 
search terms and indications of click streams of visitors to the set of servers; (i.e., the page 
view is interpreted as also being a click stream where a user clicks on a URL to access a 
Web page), (See Column 6 Lines 33-50 & Column 8 Lines 1-17). 

7. As per claim 4, Golding teaches the claimed invention as described in claims 1-3 
above and furthermore discloses the field of events are all page views, (See Column 7 lines 
65-67 & Column 8 Lines 1-17 respectively). 

8. As per claim 5, Golding teaches the claimed invention as described in claims 1-4 
above and furthermore discloses the field of events is all page views in one category and 
wherein the normalizer normalizes a count for events over the single category field of events, 
(See Column 8 Lines 42-67). 

9. As per claim 6, Golding teaches the claimed invention as described in claims 1-5 
above and furthermore discloses a canonicalization table that relates terms that can be 
represented by a canonized form (i.e., the term canonical is defined as a normalization 
process) canonicalizer for generating at least one canonized term for an input term indicative 
of the input event, (See Column 6 Lines 55-67 & Column 7 Lines 1-3) a categorizer that 
generates one or more category indications for an input event, (See Column 6 Lines 55-67 & 
Column 7 Lines 1-3) and logic to assign a category to the input event based on the at least 
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one canonized term generated by the canonicalizer for the input term indicative of the input 
event, (See Column 6 Lines 55-67 & Column 7 Lines 1-3). 

10. As per claim 7, Golding teaches the claimed invention as described in claims 1-6 
above and furthermore discloses a click stream, (i.e., click log) input that provides 
indications of navigation of a user subsequent to an event; and a categorizer that generates 
one or more category indications for an input event; and logic to assign a category to the 
input event based on the indications of navigation of a user subsequent to the event, (See 
Column 8 Lines 1-38). 

11. As per claim 40, Golding teaches a method of accumulating counts for categories 
and subjects of search events, comprising the steps of receiving, as a server, a search 
request from a client; searching a set of items using search parameters of the search 
request; providing the client with search results comprising a subset of the set of items 
wherein the items in the subset have a predefined search criteria relationship to the search 
parameters; accepting a selection from the user of one of the subset of items; and 
accumulating a count for the search event as a count for a subject or category associated 
with a subject or category of the selection, (See Column 6 Lines 55-67 85 Column 7 Lines 1- 
40). 

12. As per claim 41, Golding teaches method of canonicalizing search terms, comprising 
the steps of determining a first frequency of occurrence of a search term over a first period; 
(See Column 1 Lines 62-67, Column 2 Lines 1-10, Column 3 Lines 56-64) determining a 
second frequency of occurrence of a search term over a second period, wherein the first 
period is prior to the second period; (See Column 1 Lines 62-67, Column 2 Lines 1-10, 
Column 3 Lines 56-64) if an increase in frequency from the first frequency to the second 
frequency is not above a predetermined threshold, performing a first canonicalization 
process on the search term; (See Column 1 Lines 62-67, Column 2 Lines 1-10, Column 3 
Lines 56-64) wherein the canonicalization process is called an Actual Pooled Popularity 
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Value. If the increase in frequency is above the predetermined threshold, performing a 
second canonicalization process on the search term, where the second canonicalization 
process is more aggressive than the first canonicalization process; (See Column 10 Lines 16- 
34); wherein the second canonicalization process determines the rankings, (See Column 3 
Lines 7-27); wherein the canonicalization process is linked with anti- spoofing, (See Column 
1 Lines 62-67, Column 2 Lines 1-10, Column 3 Lines 56-64). 

13. As per claim 42, Golding teaches a method of canonicalizing search terms, 
comprising the steps of: determining a first frequency of occurrence of a first search term 
over time; (See Column 2 Lines 24-52) determining a second frequency of occurrence of a 
second search term over time, wherein the second search term is potentially canonically 
equivalent to the first search term; (See Column 2 Lines 24-52) if the first frequency and the 
second frequency rise together, (wherein they are relevant) associating the first search term 
and the second search term as canonical equivalents; (See Column 2 Lines 24-52) and if the 
first frequency and the second frequency do not rise together, (wherein they are not relevant) 
not associating the first search term and the second search term as canonical equivalents, 
(See Column 2 Lines 24-52). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. ' 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under; 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 
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a. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

b. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

c. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

d. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

15. Claims 8-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Golding et at (6,640,218) in view ofLeshem et ah (6,470,383). 

16. As per claim 8, Golding discloses the claimed invention as described above. 
However, Golding does not explicitly teach reading a log of events, wherein an event 

is a result of a client of the set of clients making a request of a server or the set of servers 
and the server providing a response to the client; automatically associating each event with 
one or more subject, wherein a subject is a topic or a term; determining if a subject for an 
event is a canonical equivalent of another subject; identifying one or more category relevant 
to the subject; accumulating counts for events by subject, wherein counts for canonical 
equivalents are accumulated together; and outputting the accumulated counts. 

Leshem teaches a log of events, wherein an event is a result of a client of the set of 
clients making a request of a server or the set of servers and the server providing a response 
to the client; automatically associating each event with one or more subject, wherein a 
subject is a topic or a term, (See Leshem Column 28 Lines 55-65) determining if a subject 
for an event is a canonical equivalent of another subject; identifying one or more category 
relevant to the subject; accumulating counts for events by subject, wherein counts for 
canonical equivalents are accumulated together; and outputting the accumulated counts, 
(See Leshem Column 28 Lines 11-65). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to access server log files in order to display information 
about most frequently accessed URLs, the most heavily traveled links and paths, and most 
popular site entry and exit points as taught by Leshem in the system of Golding in order to 
simplify the task of evaluating and maintaining Web site effectiveness, (See Leshem Column 
28 Lines 15-24). 
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17. As per claims 22,23,27,28, Golding discloses the claimed invention as described 
above. 

However, Golding does not explicitly teach the events to include purchase 
transactions and downloading of media objects. 

Leshem teaches a system the determines the navigation path followed by a visitor 
and by also determining a website's entry and exit points wherein it is interpreted that log 
files stored on web servers store information of entry and exit points therefore it is inherent 
that a user may access a homepage (entry point) whether be it a purchasing Web site or a 
media download site to either purchase or download media (exit point) , (See Leshem Column 
28 Lines 42-65). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to access server log files in order to display information 
about most frequently accessed URLs, the most heavily traveled links and paths, and most 
popular site entry and exit points as taught by Leshem in the system of Golding in order to 
simplify the task of evaluating and maintaining Web site effectiveness, and studying user 
behavior patterns (See Leshem Column 28 Lines 15-24 & Column 30 Lines 55-58). 

18. As per claims 24,33,37, Golding discloses the claimed invention as described above. 
However, Golding does not explicitly teach a step of generating a report showing 

comparisons of the traffic for each of a plurality of subjects in one or more categories; 
wherein at least one subject that is categorized in more than one category and counts for 
events associated with the at least one subject are allocated among the more than one 
category based on a context of the event whereby performing intersection analysis. 

Leshem discloses a system of generating a report showing comparisons of the traffic 
for each of a plurality of subjects in one or more categories; wherein at least one subject that 
is categorized in more than one category and counts for events associated with the at least 
one subject are allocated among the more than one category based on a context of the event 
whereby performing intersection analysis; wherein intersection analysis is interpreted as 
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multiple log files being filtered and then combined for analysis purposes, (See Leshem 
Column 28 Lines 55-67 8b Column 29 Lines 1-13). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to perform intersection analysis as taught by Leshem in the 
system of Golding in order to specify custom filters and for limiting the scope of usage 
analysis, (See Leshem Column 30 Lines 60-67). 

19. As per claim 9-12, Golding- Leshem teach the claimed invention as described in 
claim 8 above and furthermore discloses the set of servers as constrained set of servers or 
one server; wherein the constrained set of servers comprises the servers for a portal Web 
site, or a plurality of Web sites; wherein a Web site is defined as a database or other 
collection of inter-linked hypertext documents and associated data entities. Additionally 
these Web sites are stored on web servers, as taught by Golding, (See Golding Column 6 
Lines 1-16). 

20. As per claims 13,19,20, Golding-Leshem teach the claimed invention as described in 
claims 8-12 above and furthermore discloses the set of clients is an unconstrained set of 
clients or one client; wherein the clients can be user(s)/visitor(s), as taught by Golding (See 
Golding Column 5 8b 6 Lines 66-67 8b 1-16 respectively). 

21. As per claims 14-18, Golding-Leshem teach the claimed invention as described in 
claims 8-13 above and furthermore discloses the set of clients is a constrained set of clients; 
wherein the constrained set of clients comprises the set of clients that connect to a network 
via a predefined service provider or that connect to a network via a predefined plurality of 
service providers or furthermore that access content via a predefined portal Web site or 
portal Web sites, (i.e., all mentioned aspects are interpreted that a(all) 
user(s)/client(s)/visitor(s) need(s) to access the internet. The internet is defined as a 
collection of interconnected public and private networks that are linked together), (See 
Golding Column 1 Lines 12-34 8b Column 6 Lines 1-16), either through a predefined service 
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provider or a plurality of service providers (i.e., accessing the Internet requires a 
user(s)/client(s)/visitor(s) to either connect through an internet service provider (ISP) or 
through a LAN, WAN or wireless network), as taught by Golding (See Golding Column 1 
Lines 12-34 8b Column 6 Lines 1-16). 

22. As per claim 21, Golding- Leshem teach the claimed invention as described in claims 
8-20 above and furthermore disclose the events include indications of page views, 
indications of search terms and indications of click streams of visitors to the set of servers; 
(i.e., the page view is interpreted as also being a click stream where a user clicks on a URL 
to access a Web page), as taught by Golding (See Golding Column 6 Lines 33-50 & Column 8 
Lines 1-17). 

23. As per claim 25, Golding- Leshem teach the claimed invention as described in claims 
8-24 above and furthermore discloses the log of events includes a Web server log of search 
phrases of search requests, as taught by Golding, (See Golding Column 6 Lines 33-40). 

24. As per claim 26, Golding- Leshem teach the claimed invention as described in claims 
8-25 above and furthermore discloses the log of events includes a Web server log of page 
views, as taught by Golding (See Golding Column 5 Lines 33-40). 

25. As per claim 29, Golding- Leshem teach the claimed invention as described in claims 
8-28 above and furthermore discloses further a step of normalizing counts for each subject 
in a category relative to counts over the category, as taught by Golding (See Golding Column 
8 Lines 42-50). 

26. As per claim 30, Golding- Leshem teach the claimed 'invention as described in claims 
8-29 above and furthermore discloses the step of associating an event with a subject, 
wherein the event is a search request, comprises the steps' of providing the client with 
search results responsive to the search request; recording a selection made by the client 
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from the search results; and associating the search request with the subject of the selection, 
as taught by Golding (See Golding Column 6 Lines 1-32). 

27. As per claim 31, Golding- Leshem teach the claimed invention as described in claims 
8-30 above and furthermore discloses the steps of determining a set of one or more 
demographic parameters relating to clients making requests or the users using the clients; 
and using the determined set of one or more demographic parameters to partition the 
counts by demographic divisions, as taught by Golding (See Golding Column 12 Lines 53- 
61). 

28. As per claim 32, Golding- Leshem teach the claimed invention as described in claims 
8-31 above and furthermore discloses the steps of determining a set of one or more 
demographic parameters relating to clients making requests or the users using the clients; 
and using the determined set of one or more demographic parameters to determine a 
distribution of at least one count for a topic or term over a plurality of demographic 
divisions, as taught by Golding (See Golding Column 12 Lines 53-61). 

29. As per claim 38, Golding- Leshem teach the claimed invention as described in claims 
8-37 above and furthermore discloses a step of performing associated interests analysis, as 
taught by Golding (See Golding Column 12 Lines 53-61). 

30. Claims 34,35,36,39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Golding et at (6,640,218) in further view of Martin et at (6,338,066). 

31. As per claims 34,35,36,39, Golding discloses the claimed invention as described 
above. 

However, Golding does not explicitly teach a step of allocating advertising space 
based on the accumulated counts or generating an advertisement wherein content of the 
advertisement is a function of the traffic statistics and the steps of collecting traffic 
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data/ statistics prior to a campaign; executing the campaign; collecting traffic data after the 
campaign; and comparing the traffic before and after the campaign as a measure of 
campaign effectiveness; wherein the campaign can be a political campaign, a marketing 
campaign, a general awareness campaign, a public service announcement campaign, or a 
combination thereof (i.e., an advertisement). 

Martin discloses allocating advertising space based on the accumulated counts or 
generating an advertisement wherein content of the advertisement is a function of the traffic 
statistics, (See Martin Column 2 Lines 5-19) and the steps of collecting traffic data/ statistics 
prior to a campaign/ advertisement; executing the campaign/ advertisement; collecting 
traffic data after the campaign/ advertisement; and comparing the traffic before and after 
the campaign/ advertisement as a measure of campaign/ advertisement effectiveness, (See 
Martin Column 2 Lines 51-67 & Column 3 Lines 1-11). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to obtain traffic statistics and use the statistics of the past 
and future to select one advertisement from a set of potential advertisements based on the 
advertisement's total predicted effect on buying behavior as well as to select one link from a 
set of potential links based on the predicted behavior of the surfer and the potential that the 
surfer will want to use the link presented, (See Martin Column 3 Lines 1-11). 

Response to Arguments 

32. Applicant's arguments filed July 12, 2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

33. Applicant states that Golding does not disclose means for associating events with 
subjects, wherein counts are maintained for each subject and subjects are associated with 
categories 

34. Examiner disagrees as Golding teaches the broad concept of maintaining counts for 
each subject, (See Column 6 Lines 43-50 & Column 8 Lines 1-10). Furthermore, there is no 
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disclosure in the claim language of the term subject as defined by the applicant. Applicant 
states that the claim term subject is not limited to a single page or type of event, and 
furthermore, provides an example in which the Applicant states "if the search server serves 
pages from a potentially large number of pages, tracking hits for each page might result in 
statistics that are too fragmentary to be useful. Because of this, it is often useful to 
aggregate hits by subject." Examiner rejected the claims in lite of the specification thus 
interpreting the claimed term "subject" as any type of event. 

35. Applicant further states that Golding does not disclose creating any sort of aggregate 
measurement of the popularity of multiple items. 

36. Examiner disagrees as there is no disclosure of "creating any sort of aggregate 
measurement of the popularity of multiple items," anywhere in claim 1. Furthermore, the 
reference of Golding teaches the steps taken to create a popularity list, (See Column 7 Lines 
50-67 & Column 8 Lines 1-16). Therefore, Examiner submits that Claim 1 is anticipated by 
Golding and is not patentable. Additionally, Claims 40 and 42 recite similar limitations and 
are therefore no patentable for similar reasons and claims 2-7 are also not patentable by 
virtue of their dependence of independent Claim 1. 

37. Applicant states "The Examiner has rejected Claims 8-39 under 35 U.S.C. §103 as 
unpatentable over Golding in view of Leshem or Martin. Applicants submit that there is no 
motivation for one of skill in the art to combine the teachings of these references, and even 
these references were combined, none of the cited references do not disclose or suggest all of 
the elements of the claims." 

38. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot 
show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re 
Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 
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39. Applicant states Leshem does not disclose or suggest organizing web pages by 
subjects, rather than links, and therefore does not suggest accumulating counts for event by 
subject. 

40. Examiner disagrees as Leshem discloses organizing web pages by tracking user 
activity and behavior patterns with respect to web sites. The latter represents a broad 
concept of organization where in as stated in the Leshem Patent that Webmasters can view 
site maps which graphically display such information as: the most frequently- accessed 
URL's, the most heavily traveled links and paths/ and the most popular site entry and exit 
points, (See Column 28 Lines 11-65). Leshem teaches organizing web pages by tracking user 
activity as stated above furthermore applicant is advised to view the Leshem Patent in more 
detail. 

41. Applicant states that Martin does not suggest the limitation of Claim 8 to suggest the 
use of subjects to track the aggregate usage of multiple pages. 

42. Examiner does not utilize the Martin Patent to address the limitations in Claim 8 
and therefore submits that Applicant clearly view Examiner's Non-Final action to further 
clarify the argument described above by the Applicant. 

43. Therefore, Examiner states that all claims pending in the patent application are NOT 
in condition for allowance. 

Conclusion 

44. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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e. Chakrabarti et al. (US Patent No. 6,418,433) discloses a system and method 
for focused Web crawling; . 

f. Kohli et al. (US Patent No. 6,519,585) discloses a system and method for 
facilitating presentation of subject categorizations for use in an on-line search query 
engine; 

g. Fleming, III (US Patent No. 6,230,204) discloses a method and system for 
estimating usage of computer resources; 

h. August et al. (US Patent No. 6,647,383) discloses a system and method for 
providing interactive dialogue and iterative search functions to find information; and 

i. Shannon et al. (US Patent No. 6,233,618) discloses an access control of 
networked data; 

45. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sajid A. Yussuf whose telephone number is (571) 272-3891. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 7:30-5:00 PM and Alternate 
Fridays. 

46. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

47. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 
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Sajid Yussuf 
Patent Examiner 
Technology center 2100 
3 November 2004 
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